1^2   BETWEEN TEARS AND LAUGHTER
prevails strongly in certain influential and official sections of the western democracies-the blood of millions of American boys will have to be shed in a future war. For even they themselves do not tell you that, following the pattern of world domination, there will be a world peace, but only that the Anglo-American sword will be ground so sharp and suspended so ominously low over the rest of the world that no revolt will be possible. In other words, while force cannot succeed in Hitler's hands, it can succeed in Anglo-American hands. If this is the sum of wisdom that guides men's actions in politics, then the picture is dark indeed. It simply means the assumption that, after the war, the world must be frightened by 50,000 Anglo-American planes and 200,000 pilots. But suppose China refuses to be frightened, Russia refuses to be frightened, and the world refuses of be frightened. Then what? Go out and bomb them after the war? What childish simplicity!
How many millions of American boys must shed their blood in order to crush both China and Russia never concerns the learned professor. If it did, he would cease to be a scientist and would make a disgraceful display of such human emotions as the sense of right and wrong and the revulsion against killing fellow-men. Professor Spykman has forgotten about God. His reply is that his subject is strictly geopolitics, and God and geopolitics are separate. My reply to that is that they should not be separate, or we would be debasing the human intellect in the name of science. I know I am a heathen and Professor Spykman is a Christian, but still a heathen can believe in God, and I like to argue with the Christian professor on this point. '
The dilemma exists everywhere and must be faced quickly. The academic dilemma in modern scholarship, that in order to be "scientific'* we must reject moral judg-